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14675. Adulteration and: misbranding of chocolateé coating 0. 8. V. 200

Pounds of Chocolate Coating. Default decree of Londemnat"lon
forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D.. No. 21186 I. 8. No.  5536-x4

8. No. E-5812.)

On July 15, 1926, the United States attorney for the Dlstriet of Massachu-‘

setts, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Acfriculture, filed in the District’
Court of the United States for said dlStI'lCt a libel praying seizure and con-
demnation of 400 pounds of chocolate coatmg, remaining in the original un-
broken packages at Boston, Mass,, alleging that the article had been shipped .
by the Merckens Chocolate Co., Inc Buffalo, N. Y., and transported from the
State of New York into the State of Massachusetts and charging adulteration.
and misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act. The article was labeled
in part: “ Chocolate ”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel’ 101‘ the reason that a
substance, excessive foreign material including shell, -had been mixed and
packed therewith so as to reduce, lower, and injuriously affect its quality and
strength and had been substituted in part for the said article.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statement ¢ Chocolate n.
was false and misleading and deceived and misled. the purchaser, and in that
it was offered for sale under the distinctive name of another article.

On September 30, 1926, no claimant having appeared for the property, Judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

W. M JABDINE Secretary of Agriculture.

. v. Du r-
14670, Aduteration sl mlsbrungine of ssnged ovpient, U8, 3 Danyar
Nos. 7744-v, et al.)

On February 20, 1926, the United States attorney for the Southern District
of Mississippi, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district an information against the
Dunbar-Dukate Co., a corporation, trading at Biloxi, Miss., alleglncr shipment

by said company, in violation of the food and drugs act as amended in part on

or about March 6, 1922, and in part on or about March 8, 1922, from the State of
Mississippi into the State of Washington, of quantities of oysters which were
adulterated and misbranded. The article was labeled in part: (Can) “ Imperial
Brand” (or “Pelican Brand”) “ Cove Oysters Packed By Dunbar-Dukate Co.
New Orleans, La.-Biloxi, Miss. Net Contents 8 Ounces Oyster Meat.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the information for the reason
that certain substances, to wit, excessive water and excessive brine, had been
mixed and packed therewith so as to lower and reduce and injuriously affect
its quality and strength, and had been substituted in part for oysters, which
the said article purported to be.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statements, to wit, ¢ Oysters
and “Net Contents 8 Ounces,” borne on the labels of the eans contammg the
article, were false and misleading, in that the said statements represented that
the article consisted wholly of oysters and that each of the cans contained 8

ounces of oysters, and for the further reason that it was labeled as aforesaid

so as to deceive and mislead the purchaser into the belief that it consisted
wholly of oysters and that each of the cans contained 8 ounces thereof, whereas
it did not consist wholly of oysters but did consist in part of excessive water
and excessive brine, and each of said cans did not contain 8 ounces of oysters
but did contain a less amount. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason
that the article was food in package form and the quantity of the contents
was not plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the package. :

On June 8, 1926, a plea of guilty to the information was entered on behalf
of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $150.

W. M. JARDINE, Secretary of Agriculture.

14677, Adnlteratlon and misbranding of canned shrimp and canned
oystels S. ea ¥Food Co. Plea of Fine, $150.

(I, & D. No 19280 I S. Nos. 2914-v, 4744-v, 18027-—v 18040—-v, 18041-v.)

On February 20, 1926, the United States attorney for the Southern District
of Mississippi, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in
the District Court of the United States for said district an information against
the Sea Food Co., a corporation, Biloxi, Miss., alleging shipment by said com-
pany, in violation of the food and drugs act as amended, on or about September
8, 1923, from the State of Mississippi into the State of Pennsylvania, of a
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quantity of canneq shrimp, and on or abouf Janyary 17, 1924, from the State
of Mississippi into the State of Kentucky, of quantities of canned oysters,
which ' said products were adulterated and misbranded. The shrimp were
labeled in part: (Can) “Seafooco Brand Shrimp Wet Pack Packed By Sea
Food Co. Biloxi, Miss. * * * Contents 53 Ozs. Shrimp.” The oysters
were labeled in part: (Can) * Seafooco Brand” (or “ Konisur Brand ”’) * Cove
Oysters Packed By Sea Food Co. Biloxi, Miss.” The cans were further labeled
“ Contents 5 Ozs. Oysters ” or “ Contents 5 Ounces,” as the case might be.

Adulteration of the articles was alleged in the information for the reason
that a substance, to wit, water or brine, had been mixed and packed therewith
80 as to lower and reduce and injuriously affect their quality and strength,
and for the further reason that excessive brine or excessive water had been
substituted in part for the said articles.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statements, to wit, “ Shrimp,”
“ Contents 5% Ozs.,” “ Oysters,” “ Contents § Ozs.,” and “ Contents 5 Ounces,”
borne on the respective labels, were false and misleading, in that the said
statements represented that the articles consisted wholly of shrimp, or oysters,
as the case might be, and that the cans contained the amount of the article
declared on the label, and for the further reason that they were labeled as afore-
said so as to deceive and mislead the purchaser into the belief that they
consisted wholly of shrimp, or oysters, as the case might be, and that the cans
contained the amount declared on the label, whereas the said articles con-
sisted in part of excessive water or brine, and the cans contained less than
declared on the label. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that
the articles were food in package form and the quantity of the contents was
not plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the package.

On June 8, 1926, a plea of guilty to the information was entered on behalf
of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $150.

W. M. JARDINE, Secretary of Agriculture.

14678. Misbranding of Tex Bailey’s Nu-Life. U. S. v. 11-11/12 Dozen Bot-
tles of Tex Bailey’s Nu-Life. Default decree of condemnation,
forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D. No. 21145. S, No. E-5744.)

On June 22, 1926, the United States attorney for the District of Massachu-
setts, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizure and con-
demnation of 113 dozen bottles of Tex Bailey’s Nu-Life, shipped March 24,
1926, and remaining in the original unbroken packages at Boston, Mass.,
alleging that the article had been shipped by the Tex Bailey Corp., Troy, N. Y.,
and transported from the State of New York into the State of Massachusetts,
and charging misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act as amended.

Analysis by the Bureau of Chemistry of this department of a sample of the
article showed that it consisted essentially of water, Epsom salt, iron chloride,
salicylic acid, saccharin, extracts of plant drugs including capsicuam and senna,
and was flavored with volatile oil including sassafras oil.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that the
following statements regarding its curative and therapeutic effects were false
and fraudulent, since the said article contained no ingredient or combination
of ingredients capable of producing the effects claimed: (Bottle label) “Nu-
Life *# * * Remedy * * * for Stomach, Liver, Kidneys And Blood,”
(carton) “Nu-Life * * * Remedy * * * for the Stomach, Liver, Kid-
neys And Blood * * * Rheumatism * * * Beneficial for Rheumatism,
Neuralgia, Chills, Fever, Ague, La Grippe, Catarrh, Asthma, Skin Eruptions,
Pimples, Boils, Eczema, Scrofulous Humors, Scald Head, Syphilitic Humors,
Erysipelas * * * Bloating of the Stomach, Dizziness, Faintness, Nervous
Headache, Female Weakness, Pains in the Back * * * Billiousness and
any Bowel or Kidney Trouble * * * found Beneficial for the Stomach,
Liver, Kidneys And Blood * * * And Rheumatism * * * Relieves By
Exterminating Microbes And Germs, And Imparting To The Blood Those Nec-
essary Properties Which Drive Away Taints Of Impurity,” (form Iletter in
package) “People that take our Nu-Life remedy * * * like to tell their
fellow men what this grand .medicine has done for them, so they too can
receive the same benefit * * * the wonderful things that Nu-life has done
and is doing for humanity,” (circular) “ Nu-Life * #* * A * x #* Blood
Purifier The Stomach * * * Nuy-Life remedy can be used for stomach
troubles. The Intestines Bowels * * * Nu-Life Remedy * * * reliev-
ing * * * powel troubles. The Liver and Kidneys * * * for disease
of the Liver and Kidneys try Nu-Life. Blood and Skin Diseases Contagious




